April 25 , 
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Dear Jim, 


Thanks for your letter of the 8th, and the copy of the letter of the 15th 
to the ^chives^ rele3sed executive session transcripts re personnel. 

• » f « znszrz 

3° a Class plus 250 for special handling); and let me know how much I w, owe 

y ° U TcS^TrSi^tSS 8 ^ time off for a little good old-f asioned 
research, so I identified Warren's first choree H s f or G '■ * Criminal 

, . , . , j,, _ f u„ «i after thev passed an anti-buprems uuuj. l. 

had publicly resigned from the ABA alter tney p ^ Reportedly he had 

resolution saram: concerning ’natioMl securi J ^ an assistant DA 

fessi been quite close. to barren for a long tim 1 significance, but an 

S. 0 ^ 2 - - 

That's very interesting about l “„ay“be‘o»« oflhfpeople 

to loot at what the FBI has y “ u ^ ^°““icUy Snfideetial basis, if you 

expertise m scientific matters o unfortunately the New Times article 

think I could help. This is a subtle ^tter unfortu J maki it see m 

completely distorted what Hoover said in hi s . L' etteron^^ ^ article 

more biXxJcftk blatant ShnX than it ac ua y ’ least for the casual reader, 

doesn-t make his semantic contortions very f clear at 1-st^th ^ 

S « - « - r r h :r tns 
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of the size of the request, but 1 the f ile may have disappeared with 

entertaining the paranoid ps. possi Y that the jp i s doing an internal 

Hoover. Also, the Mew Times pxece alleges tha^tteJD that x 

suSyd study of Oswald s backgrou . could logically be a rumor based on 

iou't *. hnou if ““I S res^pfe L my repuest. I'm 

mu« £”L, 1„ S S.« ri iP case a suib suddenly becomes appropriate. 

TOO were unhappy with the hollies Stone ^ f 

not violating a confidence by mentioning ^ wag cut apaxt by the 

graph about you in the article as su e ^ editing. 1 was impressed by his 

“esf raS^^c^aS/so ?! Stry that you and Harold are 
unhappy about his work. Best w i ah ^^^ 
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